INTRODUCTION
Social conditions in the countryside have been a pervasive and highly controversial topic in modern Chile. Over the years, an agrarian structure dominated by latifundia has been held responsible for much of the country's social and economic evils. From politics to academia, there has been a consensus blaming fundos for keeping large segments of the population from owning land -thus promoting mass migration to the cities, underemployment and structural poverty. This agrarian structure has also been held responsible for failing to modernize and increase production to meet consumption needs of the population. 1 In this essay, I explore the ways in which the academic literature has dealt with the subject of Chilean rural labor during the 19 th century, a time when the country's economy experienced a major economic boom, due to its integration into the world market. Chile had exported wheat to Peru since colonial times, but in relatively minor and stable quantities, and it inaugurated its independent life as a grazing economy, where land was cheap and production required low labor inputs. By the middle of the 19 th century this situation started to change, as the world demand for Chilean agricultural products rose dramatically. The California and Australia gold -rushes served as initial motivating factors; the British market followed. Total wheat exports increased from 85,122 metric quintals in 1845 to 587,564 a decade later, and by 1874 -when exports were at their highest -they reached 2,069,282.
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After that, Chile's situation in the international market deteriorated, because of declining prices and the rise of competing regions. By then, however, the domestic market had expanded in such a manner -with the growth of the cities and the expansion of mining districts in the arid northern provinces -that the rising internal demand replaced the dwindling external one. 3 By and large, production levels seem to have kept rising well into the 20 th century. Although the actual production figures seem to be hard to determine, other factors -such as the increase in area under cultivation and the comparatively slow rise of wheat prices in the urban market -suggest the existence of an expanding agrarian sector until the 1930s. 4 How did this sustained agrarian expansion affect the lives of the rural people, which in 1875 represented 75 % of the total national population? How did social relations in the countryside respond to economic growth?
In the first section of this paper I describe the general evolution of the historiography of 19 th Chilean rural labor, situating the authors in different periods, broadly defined according to their sources and methodological approaches. In the second section I analyze the literature from a more substantial, thematic perspective. I focus on the ways the different authors have approached three themes that have been at the core of academic and political debate since the 1860s: the issues of diversity, dynamism and integration of the rural working people. The degree of diversity of rural labor arrangements is a fundamental issue, since it directly informs our general interpretations on the nature of that society (of its venues of social mobility and its inhabitants' quality of life). How much variability was there, for example, in regional terms, as well as in labor terms? How hierarchical, how complex was the rural labor force -or are we referring to an undifferentiated mass of rural workers? A second controversial problem I review is that of the historical dynamism of the labor arrangements. How did social relations in the countryside change as economic development got under way? Did increased production bring a change in labor arrangements? Finally, a third problem concerns the degree of integration of the rural workers into the larger society around them, and, as a corollary, their level of social mobility, their possibilities of aspiring to a different life. After reviewing the ways in which most major authors working in the field have approached these related problems, I end this essay by briefly indicating what future research may bring, both thematically and methodologically.
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GENERAL EVOLUTION OF THE FIELD.
Perhaps ironically, while there is a consensus on the importance of the subject of rural labor, the academic field on the topic seems to be rather sparse. There is no landmark study dealing with Chilean agrarian history, whose influence one could compare with Chevalier's work on Mexican agrarian history -and, for that matter, on Latin American rural history in general. 6 This is not because of a lack of scholarly research; there are several good, comprehensive and carefully documented works. Among Chilean scholars, perhaps the best known is Mario Góngora, who produced seminal studies on the related topics of rural labor, patterns of rural property, and the relationship between the 5 The list of works analyzed here does not intend to be complete and comprehensive. I have only focused on the most influential works, and relied on them to discern the general evolution of the field. landed elite and colonial institutions. 7 On the other hand, U. S. historian Arnold Bauer has probably been the most influential among nonChilean scholars studying Chile, with his now classic work on the evolution of agrarian institutions from the sixteenth century to 1930.
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But if there is no lack of interesting or influential works, subsequent research has not followed in a manner that would allow us to discuss "the field" as an identifiable unit, as in the case of Mexico. There is not a comprehensive set of questions, nor a broad thesis, which would engage new works in fruitful theoretical or methodological discussions. There is not, in Van Young's words, a problemática, defined as "a set of questions, something resembling a research strategy, and a conceptual framework ... an identifiable corpus of literature [with] its practitioners recogniz[ing] each other". 9 While it is undeniable that there are indeed some disagreements among those who study Chilean rural history, these have not become the starting point for new theories, nor have they led to more research. Although to search for the reason of why is this so is an enterprise that goes far beyond the purposes of this paper, a plausible explanation could be related to the way in which Chilean historiography has developed. Until recently, a few mayor themes had monopolized the historiographical debate in Chile, largely excluding other topics. The historical role of the State in building the nation, and the ideological consensus it is thought to have been based upon, have received most academic attention. 10 This has determined which research topics are of interest, limiting the discussion to those pre-established issues. There has been a clear tendency to do research with very specific political agendas; and periods that are politically "interesting" have received most of the academic attention. Inversely, the politically "uneventful" periods have been in general neglected. In the particular case of nineteenth century history, the historians' options have been clear: the main body of historical work about the period has revolved around Portales and the stability of his political design, or Balmaceda and the 1891 political crisis. Even those scholars who have opted for other topics and have studied social and economic history have mostly focused on those "dynamic" areas of the economy -such as miningthat were more closely related to the newly emerging social classesthe bourgeoisie and the proletariat -, and that ultimately represented a challenge to the political system. One is tempted to conclude, therefore, that the concern about the political realm is still prevalent in those studies primarily devoted to economic and social issues. In comparison, the agrarian sector has appeared as a tremendously unchanging arena, somehow irrelevant to the changes taking place in the political sphere, and therefore not worth of receiving much attention.
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But if studies dealing with Chilean rural history in general (and rural labor in particular) fail to conform a coherent field, there is still a clearly perceptible evolution. Several periods can be traced, according to how the different authors approached the topic, what kinds of sources they used, and what methodological devices they resorted to. a) Early Works. Works written during the nineteenth century and the first thirty years of this century share a distinctive narrative mode. The authors write descriptive and rather personal texts, in which their main claim to truth is given by the fact that they have witnessed what they are narrating. Even if they sometimes resort to more scientific techniques, such as the use of quantitative data -which they tend to do more as the century advances -the general tone is still one of open value judgments and highly personal statements.
Although many of the travelers who visited Chile in the period did not record their impressions on the conditions of rural workers, some of they did. French naturalist Claudio Gay -who the inconveniences and injustice of the system. 17 To be fair to these early works, however, we have to say that while often they respond to narrow stereotypes or explicit agendas, they also make clear efforts to avoid generalizations, and to take into account regional and temporal variations of the different issues under scrutiny. Gay, for example, has a remarkable ability to present a vivid picture of a poor agrarian society mainly characterized by subsistence production, while at the same time describing a significant degree of variability and complexity of the labor situations. b) Modern Scholarship. The 1950s and 1960s witnessed the emergence of what we understand as professional history, both in terms of the methods followed and the kinds of questions asked. If there is to be a foundational moment in the history of the field, thus, this would probably be it. Works written in this period are conceived as pieces of scholarship according to modern academic standards, providing a more comprehensive and critical use of the sources. Arguments pertaining the truth of a certain statement do not appeal to the authors' veracity in transmitting their personal experiences, but rather depend on a logic that follows a close examination of the documents -a logic that presumably the reader shares. From a thematic point of view, these works seem to differ from those written in the previous period because they present a more generalizing perspective, while at the same time paying closer attention to regional subtleties. The patterns of land tenure, for example, are studied in detail, to be later related with the overall social structure. Broader conclusions on the nature of the society are intended, but only after detailed study of the underlying concrete structures -as opposed to stereotypical characterizations such as the opposition between don Fulano and don Zutano. 18 The works of Chilean historian Mario Góngora, together with his U.S. colleague Arnold Bauer, probably lead the way, but there are also a number of other scholars publishing in these years. Góngora's 18 See, for example, the works of Góngora, Encomenderos y Estancieros and (with Jean Borda), Evolución de la propiedad rural (note 7). Also Bauer, Chilean Rural Society (note 3).
interests were vast, and he wrote a number of different studies, each of them a meticulous piece of scholarship. For the purposes of this essay, his most influential works are El origen de los inquilinos en Chile central and "Vagabundaje y sociedad fronteriza en Chile", each dealing with a distinctive set of rural workers. He also researched land tenure patterns, elite ideology and power, and all together, his works cover almost every aspect of rural society. He didn't produce, however, an all-encompassing piece, of the type Bauer did in his study of rural Chilean society.
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Góngora situated his work on inquilinos as a response to traditional historical assumptions -largely based on Gay's theses on rural labor -that described centuries -long continuities in the labor relations in the countryside. He demonstrated that inquilinos did not derive from former encomienda Indians, but were a peculiar institution originating in the late XVIII century, at a very concrete juncture, when land was abundant, the market forces low, and the population expanding. His work on vagabonds, on the other hand, dealt mainly with the other segment of the rural population, the peons. He studied them from a concrete regional perspective, but also paid attention to broader themes, such as demographic changes and economic structures. Arnold Bauer's Chilean Rural Society from the Spanish Conquest to 1930 is as well documented and thoughtful as Gongora's works, but more ambitious, since the author deals with the structures and changes in Chilean rural society for a period of nearly four hundred years. Two main issues capture Bauer's attention throughout his book: the relation between the agrarian structures and the overall social and political evolution of the country, and the resilience of some social and cultural elements through time. The author succeeds in presenting a comprehensive global interpretation of Chilean history, and in particular, of its agrarian history.
Other scholars doing research in agrarian history during this period are Sergio Villalobos, Gonzalo Izquierdo and Cristóbal Kay. In his introduction to Gay's Agricultura chilena, Villalobos insists in the fact 19 For a list of Góngora's publications on the different rural history topics, see note 7. He was not the kind of person to write a general history, being very scrupulous about his research. When he did attempt an enterprise of that kind, he presented the resulting publication not as "a history book", but rather "an essay". See the introduction to his Ensayo histórico sobre la noción de estado en Chile en los siglos XIX y XX (Santiago 1981).
that the fundamental factors determining the levels of production in the Chilean countryside were not of a political, cultural or social nature, but mainly economic. 20 Izquierdo's study on the Sociedad Nacional de Agricultura is a useful analysis of the landowners' ideas and concerns. The issue of rural labor is touched upon indirectly, through the elite's images, but it is still useful, for he discusses some stereotypes and presents interesting documentation. 21 Finally, Kay's approach to the study of haciendas as "multi-enterprises", with two competing types of agricultural enterprise operating at the same time -the landlords' and the peasants' -, allows for a dynamic understanding of rural labor, as related to other factors such as competition for access to the market. 22 This list of scholars working in Chilean agrarian history in this period is of course partial. There are others who have studied related topics and have shed light upon the classic agrarian history themes, such as Alvaro Jara and Fernando Silva, who have been concerned with colonial issues, in particular with the fate of the Indians and the Indian lands. 23 Overall, the historiographical scene in this period appears to be healthy and growing, carefully dealing with more and better sources, and intelligently approaching new topics. c) Contemporary Research. Scholars researching rural history in the last decades have followed the steps of their predecessors, in relation to the sources used and the kinds of questions asked. There are, however, some differences within that continuity. There is a perceptible tendency in the newer works to engage more explicitly with the "new social history" historiographical tradition. Thematically, this means a conscious effort to write a history "from below", an evident shift in defining who the primary object of study is. While in a book as Bauer's, for example, there is one chapter devoted to lower rural society, these recent works tend to focus their attention completely on the peasants. Methodologically, these new studies tend to use new types of sources, often of a more subjective nature, such as folk songs, photographs, and oral accounts.
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Gabriel Salazar is perhaps the best known among scholars from this new generation. His Labradores, peones y proletarios. Formación y crisis de la sociedad popular chilena en el siglo XIX, published in 1985, has been a highly influential book. 26 Salazar argues for a closer look at the different forms of rural labor, and for an acknowledgment of their importance in the formation of the urban lower classes, as well as of the proletarian consciousness of the Chilean people. His work is constantly reminding the reader of the fluidity and complexity of the different forms of (rural) labor in a society in transition, like Chile during the 19 th century.
Another author discussing the topic of rural history among contemporary Chilean scholars is José Bengoa, who has also researched extensively on issues of Indigenous history -in particular, Mapuche history. Bengoa follows Salazar in his use of new types of sources, like songs and popular poetry, to try to grasp the workers' attitudes and ideas about life. He differs from Salazar in that he presents a much more detailed picture of how regional differences created different kinds of labor arrangements; in his two volume work Historia social de la agricultura chilena, he devotes all of the second volume to describing these nuances. 27 The author has also contributed to a better understanding of the factors that impeded the emergence of economically viable small-holding properties in the Southern Chilean Mapuche frontier. that formed the core of the bandit groups. Examining, for instance, the many ways in which the bandits converted to money the products of their pillage, the author shows that these rural peons managed complex social networks and had a larger degree of access to the market than what has traditionally been assumed. Thus he invites us to re-think their apparent marginality. He uses a detailed range of archival sources -primarily judicial cases. In comparison to earlier accounts, most of these recent works present a more complex picture of rural society, one that permits a closerand presumably, more accurate -look at the dynamic realities of life in the countryside. The authors have achieved this within the general framework established in the earlier generations of scholarship. In other words, they have sought to look closer, not necessarily to get to different conclusions or depart from a foundational thesis -as has occurred in Mexican rural historiography after Chevalier.
QUESTIONS OF DIVERSITY, DYNAMISM AND INTEGRATION OF THE RURAL LABOR FORCE.
a) Diversity. Most authors discussing Chilean rural history in the 19 th century, starting with the very first accounts, distinguish between two different kinds of workers: the service tenants, called inquilinos, and the peons. These two groups are described as being the opposite of each other in economic and labor terms, but also in social and cultural terms. Already Gay, describing the situation in the 1830s, draws this clear distinction. He portrays inquilinos as free men, voluntary exchanging their labor for perquisites, living in a condition orderly regulated by custom and enjoying a stable, if informal, contract -a situation that he characterizes as almost desirable, were there not some abuses. Peones, on the other hand, are described as "lead[ing] an entirely nomad life ... hav[ing] no notion of order ... [representing] the less enlightened and less moral class of the whole of society". According to the author, these peons had a reputation of "running from estate to estate looking for work, and often descending on the orchards like a plague, stripping the trees to satisfy their craving for fruit". They engaged in temporary works, such as harvesting, planting, or "any kind of material work that does not require any intellect". They generally received cash payment and daily food portions, instead of the inquilinos' perquisites; the author states that their salaries varied according to the labor needs of the different regions.
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Subsequent authors have kept this basic dichotomy between inquilinos and peons. An anonymous writer in the 1860s explained the difference in a way highly coincident with Gay's. So he warned:
"It is necessary not to mistake the inquilino for what is commonly referred to as peon suelto. The first is almost always a married man, father of a family and a responsible person, hard -working and with frugal habits. The custom of obeying his patrón makes him docile and allows to bind him to a good and disciplined regime ... The peon suelto is generally single, and does not have a family nor properties which would make him adopt a fixed residency. He is a nomad, migrating from one hacienda to the next looking for work ... he is much less moral and less industrious than the inquilino, and usually causes problems in the trillas, the chiganas and the haciendas' bodegones". 1861] ). The originai publication date -a year prior to Gay's worksuggests that the author of the essay did not base his work on Gay's. Trilla was the name given to the threshing operations when mares were used; chinganas were popular taverns, and bodegones were the haciendas' pulperías. 32 McBride, Chile. Land and Society (note 12), pp. 150-151. "Rotos" were, in Gay's words, the urban peons, called so because of their ragged aspect. Gay, Agricultura chilena (note 3), p. 200. Maybe McBride is blurring the distinction here. 33 Góngora, "Vagabundaje" (note 7) and idem, El origen de los inquilinos (note 7). 34 Góngora, "Vagabundaje" (note 7), p. 8.
Góngora also paid attention to the social and cultural characteristics of each group, saying that these are social phenomena better understood in the perspective of the "longue durée", and that they have left deep cultural imprints in the population. 35 According to the author, each of these institutions could prevail in different regions, given the local history and characteristics -with peonaje being more common in poorer regions, where haciendas were less powerful, and land tenure patterns were more mixed, with a higher presence of small and medium size properties.
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Arnold Bauer has also built his arguments about Chilean rural labor in the 19 th century relying upon this basic distinction. Whenever he discusses a certain problem, he treats inquilinos' fate separate from that of peones}
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According to Bauer, direct labor on the large properties was supplied by two kinds of workers: the inquilinos, or service tenants, and the peons (or gañanes, as they were sometimes called). He stresses, in agreement with the other authors, that the major difference between them was related to their labor situation and their degree of freedom, but he also remarks on the social and cultural traits characteristic of each of them: 
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Contemporary scholars have kept this typology. Bengoa stresses its importance, saying that most pervasive processes in Chilean history ... [because] for centuries, this double structural base has been the principal mechanism of differentiation".
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Bengoa also brings the cultural differences between inquilinos and peons to a higher degree. According to him, inquilinos, those workers from "inside" (inside the haciendas, inside the system), participated in what he calls the ethics of ascetic subordination:
"the acceptance of servitude and the sacrifices it implies, in exchange of the vague possibility of reaching in the future a better position, or simply in exchange of the security and protection granted by the subordinated integration. Liberty is exchanged for obedience, and the favors of the patrones, as well as the possibility of ascending the haciendas' internal hierarchies are received in compensation".
40
Peons, on the contrary, do not share these hopes, sacrifices and exchanges. Bengoa characterizes them as "the other side [of the coin] of the inquilinos' culture: there are no structures of integration, mediation or incorporation. From this absence of mechanisms of integration emanates the concept of sensual subordination. The peons constituted a segment of the population equally subordinated than inquilinos in all material aspects ... they lived poorly and worked in the countryside, in the mines, in railroad construction ... But they did not have a horizon of mobility, and that means that there was no primary alienation either. The individual space, liberty, sensuality, was not alienated ... There was no asceticism; there was waste, everyday intensity without a future of programmed salvation (represented by the Church), or material improvement".
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So, according to Bengoa the concepts of asceticism versus sensuality represent, in the realm of culture, the opposition between inquilinos and peons. Now, the fact that almost every author dealing with the topic of rural labor in the 19 th century has kept this basic distinction should not prevent us from wondering how different these two groups actually were, on an everyday basis. Were they as opposite as most of these works suggest? Was not there some kind of continuum between them, some intermediate "stages" or types of life? Some of the modern authors have indeed criticized this dual distinction, proposing what we could call the beginnings of an alternative characterization. This is the case, for example, of Gabriel Salazar, in his Labradores, peones y proletarios. Salazar argues that the importance ascribed to inquilinos in the historical and social sciences literature represents an overstated preoccupation with this segment of the rural working people in comparison to other groups. He thinks that this is probably due to their higher visibility, and to the early construction of stereotypes regarding their oppressive situation. 42 He maintains, in the first place, that inquilinos as a group are hard to define, because they were quite a diverse population, being present not only in the regions devoted to commercial agriculture, but also in other areas. Moreover, he states that they were just one part of the rural workers, alongside with small holders and peons ... and that these different sectors constituted a "vigorous peasant economy that was able to penetrate deep in the economic functioning of the patrician urban spaces, before being decimated and forced to retire". These considerations lead Salazar to suggest that new analytical categories should be proposed to understand the countryside, categories that would help "sketch an operational, historically situated definition of the peasants", leading to a re-assessment -and eventual abandonment -of the classic typology inquilinos!peons. 43 He himself uses the concepts of "campesinización" and "descampesinización", as a more dynamic and inclusive way to face the problem.
Whatever we may think of the concepts of inquilinos and peons, the different authors show that the diversity of the rural labor force was not limited to those broad groupings, but that there are other cleavages as well. Both inquilinos and peons were divided in many other subtypes, according to the kind of work they performed, the responsibility they had, and the resources they had access to. Again, we find in Gay one of the more accurate characterizations of this variability, when he states that "customs differ from one hacienda to the next". He adds that therefore, every time a new tenant was settled, he discussed his obligations and perquisites with the landowner. 44 In general, the obligations were related to caring for the cattle, cleaning the water canals, participating in the threshing and harvesting seasons, and other variable services. These services were considered the minimum, and had a compensation of "very little land, [and grazing space to keep] some horses, some cows". "There are some inquilinos", says Gay, "who cannot even buy the instruments necessary to work the land". Others, however, were obliged to provide the labor force of another man who would work in the hacienda (who was called the peon obligado), and pay for his labor by themselves: these were, says Gay, at "the highest degree of inquilinato", and they often had considerable "fortunes". He points out that some even owned land elsewhere. 45 Inquilinaje, then, was a hierarchical institution, and apparently it continued to be so during the rest of the period studied. Balmaceda, writing in the 1870s, describes three different types of inquilinos, each with its different balance between labor demands and perquisites: inquilinos de a caballo -whom he describes as "people with some fortune and more decent, more honest [than the rest]" -, inquilinos de a pie o de media obligación, and inquilinos-peones 46 The existence of these different kinds of tenants, and the fact that they were understood in a hierarchical manner, imply that there was some possibility of social mobility between the different stages, as Bengoa has stressed. Even the passionate writer who in 1861 condemned the evils of inquilinaje acknowledged that -thanks to their efforts and the patron's benevolence -some tenants had gained a considerable fortune and had become property owners 47 There were regional differences as well, which also been dealt with in the literature, more vaguely in the earlier authors, and more specifically as time passes. Gay, for example, emphatically stated that there were tremendous differences between workers from the North of the country and those from the South, as well as from those living near the cities, and those living far away from them. 48 Regional differences are dealt with in greater detail in works like Bauer's and Gongora's. These authors pay close attention to the geographical, demographic and economic factors in each of the regions they study, establish interesting comparisons between them. The outcome is an accurate view of how the different factors affected the life conditions of the rural population. 49 Finally, this tendency to pay attention to regional nuances has perhaps reached its highest point in Bengoa's research. Using monographic works from early in this century to reconstruct local conditions, Bengoa has been able to document the differences between fairly specific regions -differences that rest on a series of particular characteristics, such as access and distance to the markets, quality of the roads, type of crop produced, land ownership patterns, colonization experiences, etc. 50 b) Dynamism. If there is a general agreement on how diverse 19 th century rural labor force was, the same is not necessary true when addressing the question of its degree of dynamism over time. The basic question here seems to be how versatile the different labor arrangements were. Were increased production demands met by flexible labor arrangements? Inversely, did labor structures remain pretty much the same notwithstanding the changing historical circumstances? When reviewing the answers to these questions offered by the literature on the topic, we find that, in an apparent paradox, scholars agree and disagree at the same time. On a more fundamental level, most studies agree in that, however stable the life conditions of rural workers may have seemed, there were indeed notable changes. Clear differences arise, however, when authors intend to interpret the nature of those changes.
Gay, who described the situation prevailing in the first half of the century -before the major effects of commercial expansion could be noticed -already perceived that life conditions in the countryside were undergoing important transformations. He described progressive changes in the peasants attitudes' towards money, work and saving, as greater integration into the local markets was achieved. He also suggested that the inquilinos' labor conditions seemed to be changing for the worse: after having described a fairly advantageous labor system, he added that "inquilinos are presently not so much favored". 51 The anonymous 1861 writer also pauses midway in his critical exposition to say that, when talking about inquilinos, one should think of those who live in haciendas far away from the cities, because Most authors seem to agree that rural labor conditions changed; McBride and Domínguez are the only exceptions. Ramón Domínguez, writing in the midst of elite criticisms to the system of inquilinaje, describes it using rather gloomy images. He stresses in particular its constancy, saying that it had its origin in the Spanish conquest, and had remained intact throughout time; that perquisites had been fixed, and that it was not hard to imagine what the tenants' future would be: "as it has been in the past, as it will always be". 53 McBride follows these dramatic images very close, and portrays an very stable image. He sentences that "here has existed a New World country with the social organization of old Spain; a twentieth -century people still preserving a feudal society". 54 The hacienda, the most influential institution in the country's history, is said to keep its original 16th century shape, and the relationship between patrón and inquilino to be "virtually unchanged".
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Don Zutano (the ideal inquilino), he says, had always lived in the same hacienda, and so had generations before him ... as well as his wife and her ancestors, "for as many generations as could be remembered". The continuity was such that they felt as if "they belonged to the farm".
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Contemporary authors such as Bauer have reacted against these images of an unchanging countryside, considering this not only inaccurate but also misleading. 57 Bauer says that it is undeniable that the commercial expansion from mid-century on had clear effects on rural labor. He states that while Independence had brought little visible changes for the mass of rural people, the consequences of economic expansion after 1860 were felt in the most remote corners of rural Chile. The changes he is able to trace from the documentation have to do with the implementation more intensive and demanding labor regimes, both for inquilinos and for peons. According to him, when commercial agriculture expanded inquilinos saw their labor obligations increased, and their perquisites more closely controlled -therefore gradually losing their independent character. New tenants were settled in the estates as well, and received reduced privileges in compensation for their services. But, as the demand for grain production continued to increase, it was clear that the kind of labor haciendas needed was of a seasonal character, rather than all -year -long stable -and dependent -workers: "More people were settled, but it was not advantageous to the owner to clutter his estate with workers who might be employed only a few months or even weeks of the year". 58 The author thus finds a clear effort from the part of the landowners to "discipline" the floating population, to transform it into a "more stable and reliable work force" -a goal that was ultimately achieved through new settlements in the marginal lands, which he qualifies as "straggling settlements", far from representing "anything resembling a traditional peasant community". 59 He places the landowners' outcries for labor scarcity in the 1870s in this context, showing that what was perceived as scarcity was really surplus, and that the underlying issue was not the lack of workers but how to discipline the labor force -the not so uncommon problem how "an archaic behavior" reacts against "an expanding market".
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In general, other scholars have confirmed Bauer's descriptions of the changes experienced by the different segments of the rural population when facing the expansion of commercial agriculture. Góngora, for example, depicts a very similar situation operating at the very origin of the institution of inquilinos. He shows how what had started as a mutually advantageous arrangement between the land owner and the tenant -with the tenant providing his services in compensation for the use of a plot of land that was in any case of very little value -slowly was transformed into a pure service relationship, with a growing sense of dependence and subordination in the part of the tenant. The change is better expressed, following Góngora's analysis, as a gradual transition from lending land (what he calls préstamos de tierras) to demanding a renting charge (a canon that could be paid in money or valuable goods), to openly demanding labor (the final stage in the transformation, which gives birth to the inquilinos as we have come to know them). In Góngora's work, the transition from each of these stages to the next was determined by the conditions in the international market, which created an ever increasing demand for agricultural goods. By and large, then, the processes he describes are parallel to those Bauer depicts, even if they happened a century earlier. 61 Bengoa and Salazar, on the other hand, provide a similar interpretation of the kind of changes going on by mid-century. Bengoa states with Góngora that modern inquilinos had their origin in late colonial arrendatarios, and that their autonomy and material well being was diminished as grain production for exports changed the social relations of production in the countryside. 62 He concludes that 
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Gabriel Salazar argues about the effects of the market expansion in a similar vein, although he disagrees with Gongora's foundational interpretation. Salazar states that "land loans were but one loose and marginal form of land rentals which, together with others, composed the overall process of campesinización, but they had no structural affiliation with inquilinaje. ... If it is necessary to talk about some group as the precursors of inquilinos, we would have to pick [the haciendas'] employees and servants ... who, as the inquilinos, appeared in the expansive phase of the economic cycle, not in the depressive one, as it is the case with the 17 th century prestatarios".
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If scholars appear to be, in general, in agreement over the kind of changes brought into effect by the economic expansion, they have been rather at odds in reaching a similar consensus on how to interpret these changes. Bauer, for instance, argues for a high degree of stability in the overall system, notwithstanding the changes that he himself is the first to acknowledge. In the long term, he states, haciendas complied with the growing production demands through a more intense utilization of the two factors of production that were cheap and abundant: land and labor. But the basic social relations were kept intact: because "many more men were brought within the shadow of the hacienda house and 61 Góngora, "El origen de los inquilinos" (note 7). 62 Bengoa, Historia social (note 27), Vol. I, pp. 71, 117-118. 63 Ibidem, Vol II, p. 15. 64 Salazar, Labradores, peones y proletarios (note 26), p. 41. the paternalistic orbit of the owner". He maintains that "down to 1935 at least, one does not discover in the central valley a 'proletarianization' of the rural work force, but on the contrary, an intensification of the older paternalistic system". 65 His argument is based on the idea that by 1935 a bigger part of the rural working population depended on inquilinos' households than on peons', and on the fact that throughout most of the period monetary wages remained stable -which would imply that they represented a rather secondary part of the workers' means of subsistence. 66 He proves both points with statistical data admittedly scattered and faulty, which he nonetheless tries to do use as critically as possible, making the best of the information available. He concludes that in Chile the expansion of commercial agriculture was brought about with "the reinforcement of the already archaic system of rural labor". 67 Other authors have coincided with Bauer in presenting this image of a dynamic countryside, that changes to remain fundamentally the same. Bengoa states that from the 1870s on a "general process of modernization" took place in the countryside, but that "this process was not correlated, at any point, with changes in the use of the labor force, nor in the life conditions of the peasants". 68 He asserts that "the processes of 'proletarianization' and 'asalarization' of the labor force, and those of inquilinización and campesinización have not been linear in Chile", and that the commercial boom meant proletarization until the 1860s, and later a greater inquilinización, or ' reinquilinización ', 69 Salazar, on the other hand, argues for an incomplete proletarization, or "pre-proletarization" -an evaluation on which he later bases his argument in favor of a certain fluidity between rural and urban lower classes. th century is that of its degree of integration into the wider community. If we think of the concept of "integration" as a condition that occupies one end of a continuum, with "disintegration" at the other end, a wide array of possibilities emerge. The question of integration then implies other questions as well, such as what the possibilities of social mobility were, or what were the workers' chances of making meaningful choices to transform their everyday life, both as individuals and collectively. Or was it, on the contrary, that they constituted something like a sub-world of and by themselves, in total isolation from the rest of society, and condemned to cope with such a state indefinitely?
Some of the images presented by McBride do tend to create such an idea -like, for example, when he describes inquilinos as leading the same life for generations. 71 Probably the author was resorting to these images as a way to emphasize his criticisms, hoping to lead to social reform. In doing so, he was consistent with a tradition of urban intellectuals standing against what they saw as the fundamental backwardness of the countryside. It was a tradition that had its origins earlier in the century, and even further back, in the midst of the export boom. 72 In the 1860s, indeed, critics had presented the tenants as prisoners of the haciendas, incapable of imagining anything beyond their limits. Each estate was seen as a closed world, the inquilinos as "belonging" to it and thinking of it as "their only fatherland". These men, according to the writers, were "persons who do not know the world beyond that small part of it which surrounds them, whose imagination has never taken them to wander in other places or other times, who are subject to the immediate perceptions of their senses .. ,".
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A logical corollary to the tenants' state of mental enclosure was their submission: the inquilinos were supposed to do "always what the patrón wants and tells them to do, [since] they are by nature submissive and abject".
74
Modern scholars, such as Bauer, do not present such a gloomy and pessimistic picture; their explicit emphasis on temporal changes and regional differences places their work in a totally different vein. As we have seen, Bauer does, however, analyze the fundamental continuities that were ingrained in the overall process of changetherefore implying that the patterns of rural life had a constancy of their own. In addition, there are other aspects of his work that do tend to create the image of an isolated, disintegrated rural worker. On the one hand, he describes a situation where, even in the booming years, "a large part of the rural population was excluded from the market economy, and, in fact, even from a money economy". 75 Secondly, he emphasizes the lack of any significant peasant rebellions, relating it with "rural isolation and landlord autonomy, [which] permitted exploitation, but also led to a remarkably stable relationship between owner and service tenant, [reinforcing] ties of dependence and obedience". 76 These two issues -the rural population's degree of participation in the market economy, and its passivity and apparent lack of rebelliousness -are certainly complex ones, and there is no single way to approach them. Before reviewing what contemporary authors have had to say, however, it seems necessary to point out that already in the 19 th century works there are some indications regarding the peasants' active participation in the market economy. Gay, for example, describes the peasants actively buying and selling. The very fact that they sold their crops to the landowners -however verdes -means that they produced for the market, and had access to cash. Gay also mentions, in passing, that the tenants were so poor and uneducated that they preferred to sell their meat rather than to eat it themselves, and that "because of speculation" they opted to sell the wool they had traditionally produced. He adds that this latter tendency was becoming more common, as they gained access to imported, especially British goods. 77 Balmaceda, on the other hand, warns in his Manual against inquilinos using the owner's animals according to their will (selling, renting, or sometimes killing them). 78 These testimonies clearly speak of people participating in the wider world around them, and in the market economy in particular, during different periods -Gay's testimony representing the earlier part of the century, while Balmaceda's the 1870s. Other scattered data point to the same direction. Some testimonies reproduced by Izquierdo, for instance, speak of inquilinos growing wheat in their allotted lands 79 ; a circumstance that has been interpreted by modern scholars as an evidence that "the inquilino was at least partially integrated into the commercial market". 80 By and large, contemporary authors have succeeded in treating these problems of integration (or disintegration) of the rural population taking into account this complexity. Bengoa, as we have seen, distinguishes peons from inquilinos in being outside/inside the haciendas and the moral system of the wider society. At the same time, however, he blurs that distinction by stressing the links between the two groups. During the slow season, he says, peons sustained themselves by petty theft and living off their connections with the smallholding sector and the inquilinos. 81 If, following the author's logic, we take these cases as meaning that those who were by definition "outside", were also closely connected with those "inside", the problem of integration seems to be more complex than what its more superficial aspects suggest.
Following this type of reasoning, Salazar has showed that the common image of peasants lacking initiative and devoted only to subsistence agriculture -and therefore living a life of their own, apart from society -is part of "an elitist stereotype". Using primarily archival information, he traces the multiple productive and commercial activities in which peasants engaged, and concludes that "they developed an entrepreneurial activity that not only set the basis of a vigorous peasant economy -one that was clearly differentiated from that of the landowners -, but also generated an expansive cycle that for more than half a century deeply penetrated the [economy of the] aristocratic cities". 82 The author uses the word "peasants" {"campesinos") to stress that the traditional dichotomies between inquilinos and peons are not so relevant as the multiple connections between them, and the "peasant economy" in which they participated. Despite the general invisibility of this peasant economy, thus, Salazar calls attention on its vigor and "penetration" of the larger economy -in other words, of its fundamental integration. Similarly, Valenzuela's work shows that the most marginal of all rural workers -the bandits -had very established ways of financing their activities, and handled complex commercial networks -however invisible -to sell the goods they had robbed.
Perhaps because rebellion is by definition a highly visible event, scholars addressing the question of the lack of rebellion in the countryside have not gone so far as those addressing the issue of the peasants' participation in the market economy. Nobody has, to this day, refuted the commonly accepted idea of a socially stable, peaceful countryside during the 19 th century. What has changed with recent research, however, are the interpretations offered. Since Gay's times, the absence of rural rebellions has been associated with the peasants' acquiescence and passivity. It is this assumption what has been questioned in our days. Scholars have complemented the image of a passive countryside with insightful methodological and conceptual propositions, shifting their attention from the concept of rebellion to the more general and suggestive notion of resistance.
Bengoa, for instance, uses popular poems and songs to depict a more complex image of the peasants' lives. Without denying that there was no actual rebellion, he suggests the existence of a certain rebelliousness in the realm of culture. He quotes popular verses where the main themes are an inverted social order and a life of material abundance, such as these: The author concludes that peasants transformed their insubordination into a Utopian dream. 84 He also deduces that there was a kind of resistance from the very connections between inquilinos and peons, since "the peasants' history is a history of running away. To escape from the haciendas, to escape from the countryside, are central concerns both for campesinos and their patrones ... When facing subordination, some accepted it, but many ran away ... Theirs is a story of constant fleeing ... [and that is why] the concept of transference is crucial to understand Chilean agrarian question, the peasants' consciousness and popular consciousness. The peasants' utopia was transferred to the mines, the cities, the towns, the faenas. There it reproduced itself, outside the rural context of domination .. ,". 85 Thus, using the concepts of utopia and transference, Bengoa is able to offer a quite more complex interpretation of the problem of the "lack of rebellion".
Beyond these interpretations, however, the question of the absence of rebellion in the Chilean countryside can also be addressed from another perspective. Reading the sources -even the most stereotypical ones in their characterization of the peasants -we find that, if not outright rebellion, rural workers did have a considerable degree of bargaining power, and that their life was far from being completely out of their control. Balmaceda's Manual del hacendado, for example, has remarkable directions on what should the landowners do, when facing what he calls the "abuses of inquilinos". The author warns other owners to consider very careful what lands to give out to the tenants, because if left alone "they pick the best spots in the estate, and the most isolated, to do whatever they wish, be far away from surveillance and discipline, be excused from the services they are obliged to provide, and fence large plots of land to plant [their crops]". 86 Even works such as McBride's account for the inquilinos' bargaining power: he noticed that "it is to the hacendado's own interests that his tenants should be happy and well provided for, according to the standards common in the country. It is recognized that no hacienda can function properly with discontented inquilinos"? 1 The issues raised by the general problem of the rural workers' degree of integration, and their possibilities of social mobility, are still, then, very much in dispute. It does not seem at all clear that most peasants remained completely outside the market economy, neither that they passively accepted whatever was offered to them. It seems plausible, in other words, to look at these problems from the very opposite perspective, and to say that "it is evident that the main peasant subsistence strategy has been to deceive the haciendas". 
FINAL REMARKS
If the Chilean rural history field has not been, until now, a coherent, closely delimited one, a review of the major works certainly shows that there is a very rich array of themes and problems to pursue. The last three decades have witnessed the emergence of a significant literature, and the overall picture is one of greater complexity and dynamism than before. Future research should take the lead inaugurated by contemporary scholars, and, trying to look closer to social reality, produce more accurate interpretations.
In this sense, there are two complementary thematic options that seem highly advisable. On the one hand, there seems to be an urgent need to have more accurate studies of the general, structural historical trends, with reliable information on issues such as demographic changes and production statistics. These are questions that are at the very basis of any problems one comes across when dealing with rural labor, and the historical literature about them appears to be filled with gaps. Secondly, a parallel focus on very local developments also seems desirable, since only the particular cases can shed light on perennial controversies such as the degree of "proletarization" of the labor force.
In terms of the sources being used, recent research has been quite innovative. New materials, of a more subjective nature, have been brought into consideration. These have had the undeniable virtue of filling one of the major gaps encountered by the more traditional scholars working on the history of the countryside: the lack of sources to study the lower classes' attitudes and worldview. These materials do present, however, some problems, like the sometimes imperceptible risks of idealizing, over-generalizing, or imposing one's own view of the world upon the peoples studied. Common sense precautions may not suffice, since common sense usually changes alongside our own desire to prove our hypotheses. In general, however, the authors analyzed in these pages seem not to take unnecessary risks; they pay attention to the more traditional sources, as well as try to explore newer ones. The results are palpable: we have today a more complex historiography, one that raises more questions, and uses more sophisticated approaches to address them. There is, still, a long road to go; the more we learn, the more we realize how much we do not know.
